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This docuaent explains the aain features of Federal 
Bevenue Sharing. The publication begins by describing the historical 
background of revenue sharing in the United States froa action taken 
during the Johnson administration and by the 91st Congress, the Bixon 
proposal for general and special revenu^e sharing, to the State and 
Local Fiscal Assistance Act of 1972. The document then suaaariaes the 
aain features of the State and Local Fiscal Assistance Act giving the 
payaent schedule through 1976, explains hov the money is to be paid 
out, and defines the federal controls on the money spent. The 
publication concludes vith advice about vhat program administrators 
should do to assure themselves of funding under revenue sharing. 
Appendixes contain the estimated first-year distribution of Federal 
Bevenue Sharing Funds Under P.L. 92*^512 for each individual State and 
lists of HEW regional offices and ^key** agency regional personnel. 
(Parts of pages 5, 7, 19, 24, 25, and 26 may reproduce poorly.) 
(Attthor/DH) 
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DYA OBJECTIVE 



Whenever a far reaching piece of legislation like 
revenue sharing becomes law, confusion, dismay and 
misunderstandings often prevail. It will be the 
sincere attempt of the DYA/OYD to keep you well informed 
concerning General Revenue Sharing; The DYA/OYD 
will also be available to you to answer any questions 
you may have . 
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Paqe I * Revenue Sharing 

The proposal that the Federal Government share some portion 
of its tax revenues with State and local governments has 
been a widely debated issue for more than a decade. 

State and local legislators have been the primary advocates 
for revenue sharing which in theory would help meet the 
evergrowing requirements of their demand for additional 
schools, hospitals, and health and welfare services* 

Historical Precedent for Federal Revenue Sharing 
The Surplus Distribution Act of 1836 may be identified as 
the first sign of Federal Revenue Sharing. In response to 
a large federal surplus which had accumulated as a result 
of substantial revenues received from the sale of public 
lands and from custOkA receipts derived from an expanding 
foreign trade. Congress had allocated "all monies in the 
IK S. Treasury on January 1, 1837, except for $5 million, 
to be deposited with States in proportion to their 
representation in the House and Senate." The States were 
given a free hand to allocate these revenue funds for any 
purpose . 
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Legislative Proposals During the 20th Contur y 
Congressional attempts to secure Federal tax sharing 
legislation extended at least as far back as 1949. 
Early that year, Representative Errett Scrivner (R.- Kansas) 
introduced H.R. 1582 (80th Congress). This Bill authorized 
the Collector of the Interael Revenue to transfer to State 
Treasurers on a quarterly basis - 1% of ftjderal individuai. 
and corporation income taxes collected within the States. 
These revenues were to be used for educational nnrposes 
without any federal direction. No action was taken by 
Congress on H.R. 1582. 

Action During the Johnson Administration 

with the passage of the Revenue Act of 19fi4, federal revenue 
sharing began to receive serious attention. Administration 
leaders were hopeful that the substantial reductions in 
income tax would give the American economy the additional 
stimulus which was needed to «nahle it to op./r.jte at close 
to maximum capacity. A surplus in t.ho next few years 
seemed hopefuJ . ?he oemooratic Party piatfonn in 1964 
recommended the "development of fiscal policies which 
would provide revenue sources to narti pressed State and 
local governments to assist them with their responsibilities.** 
Lyndi^n Johnson advocated that "some part of our great and 
growing Federal tax revenues over and above existing aids** 
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be shared with the States and their local conununitiea. 
Barry Goldwater stated that a port: on ot the federal 
income tax be returned to State and local governments 
and they also be given a larger share of revenue derived 
from inheritance taxes. 

After the 1964 election, President Johnson appointed a 
task force composed of government »ind busint^ss leaders, 
headed by Dr. Joseph Peachman to study the meiit>. of 
revenue sharing. Ironically , the study which concluded 
in favor of revenue sharing, was never made public because 
of the acceleration of the Viet Namn War in 1965* Because 
of the war, any hope of a federal surplus was soon destroyed. 
Yet, Congressional interest continued to grow during the 
89th Congress. Some 51 federal tax*-8haring Bills were 
introduced with 4 out of 5 Republican-sponsored. And in 
the 90th Congress twice that many proposals were introduced 
with 9 out of 10 being Republican-sponsored » 

Action Taken by the 91st Congress 

Revenue sharing became a primary goal of President Nixon's 

legislative program. He blamed the "growth of federal 

power and the decline in home rule and self-government** 

on the ''proliferation of specialised federal grants in 

aid.'* He emphasized that '*there Is a better appi:oach than such 



restore real partnership to American Government." It 
woul<f^elp to place decislon-maklng in the right hands. 

General Revenue Sharing - Nixon Proposal 
The President's General Revenue Sharing proposal to the 
92nd Congress basically called for a $16.4 billion program, 
of which approximately $5 billion would be new appropriations 
to be allocated to State and local governing units with 
few ''strings" attached. 



A basic distribution of 90% of the total amount would be 
shared with States, plus an allocation of the remaining 
10% would be granted as incentive payments to States which 
design and adopt an individual plan for distributing a portion among 
their local governing units . The basic payment and the 
incentive payment would be distributed on a basis of the 
State's share of the national population and a ratio of 
total general revenues derived by the State and its political 
subdivisions from their own sources to the total personal 
. income reported for the States. Until or unless an 
individual plan was approved. States would be required 
to allot a portion of all revenue-sharing funds to their local 
governing units based upon the ratio which the sum of the 
general revenues to all local governments within the State 
bears to the sum of the general revenues of the State and 
local governments in the State. 
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The incentive plan would allocate the romainimi 10^ to 
those States which develop an individual alternative plan for 
distribution of a portion of their allotment among their 
local governing bodies. The States would have to adopt 
this alternative plan through a formal resolution with 
approval from more than 1/2 of the major municipalities 
an»1 townships with a population of 2,500 or more. 

The incentive plan was designed to make the States 
responsive to local governing units. The Nixon proposal 
only stipulated that some portion of this revenue be 
shared with local governing units and proper accounting 
procedures be followed; local governing units were 
required to file allotments with the Secretary of the 
Treasury and any use of the funds could aot violate the 
Civil Rights laws. / 

On February 9, 1971 , the President transmitted his General 
Revenue Sharing proposal to Congress with a pledge that 
General Revenue Sharing would not require new federal taxes 
nor would it require a transfer of funds from other federal 
programs . 
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Special Revenue Sharing 

Following the President's General Revenue Sharing proposal, 
the remaining $11.4 billion of the $16.4 billion was proposed 
for making special revenue sharing payments to State and 
local governments for six broad functional purposes; law 
enforcement, manpower training, urban community development, 
rural community development, transportation, and education. 
Of the total amount, $10.4 billion would be derived from a 
consolidation of approximately 130 narrow-purpose federal 
categorical grants in-aid programs into six special revenue 
sharing programs. The remaining $1 billion would be 
appropriated by Congress as new appropriations. 

The States and their local governing units would be free 
to utilize these grants within the six broad subject areas. 
They could continue existing categorical aid programs, 
enlarge such programs, or discontinue them* 

The President submitted his Special Revenue Sharing proposal 
in six separate messages to Congress. While Congress did 
take some action on special revenue sharing, noncs were 
finally approved before Congress adjourned on October 18, 1972 « 
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At present (March 11, 1973) Congress has not taken any 
action on the Special Revenue Sharing proposal, but ie 
expected to decide upon the Urban Community Development 
Bill within this month. However, Congress did enact a 
compromise version of the President's General Revenue 
Sharing Bill which was passed as the State and Local 
Fiscal Assistance Act of 1972 > On October 20, 1972 
at Independence Hall, President Nixon signed the State 
and Local Fiscal Assistance Act (P.L* 92-512). 

SUMMARY OF PL 92-512 - GENERAL REVENUE SHARING 

Title I 

Title I authorizes $30,277,180,000 to be used for 
general revenue sharing with the 50 States and the 
District of Columbia and with more than c8,000 genertl 
purpose localities over a five year pericd from 
January 1, 1972 to December 31, 1976 (retroactive). 

Allotment Schedule 



1972 $ 5,340;,780,000 

1973 6,017,280,000 

1974 6,129,780,000 

1975 6,279,780,000 

1976 6,504,780,000 

♦Total $30,277,180,000 



^Included in the total is an additional $4,780,000 (annually) 
for Alaska and Hawaii because of the added cost of living. 

ERLC ^ 
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FBDIRAL DIBTHIBOTXOIt 
Titl« X stipulates that tiM U. 8. Dapartaiant of TrMsury 
will astablish a trust fund ontitlad "Tha Stata and Xioeal 
Govarnmant Pisoal Assistanoa Trust Fund.* Tha funds ara 
darivad from fadaral individual inoo«a tax which ara 
appropriatad fron tha Ganaral Fund of tha Traaaury to tha 
"Stata and Local GovarnMant Fiscal Xssistanoa Trust Fund". 
Thasa ravanuas ara than allooatad to Stata and local 
govammants. 

HOW IS IT PAID POT? 
Bacausa tha House and Saneta could not cosia to a matual 
agraanant on a formula for distribution » two separata 
fonmilaSr a House and a Senate veraion were aade available 
to the states. 

HOOSB VBHSIOM 

The Rouse version favors large urban ati^tas and suburban 
areas. Of tha $5.3 billion, $3.5 billion is allooatad on 
the basis of 3 factors i 1/3 on tha basis of population, 
1/3 on the basis of urbanisation and 1/3 on tha basis of 
population inversely weighted for par eapita inooma* 
The resMining aamint (Il.t billion) is to ba diatributad 
SMong tha atatas on tha basis of tha fellowiiig faoterai 
1/2 of this sMount (1900 Million) on tha baais of state 
personal ihooaa tax oollaotions end th« raMiniag 1/2 

o 
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on the basis of the general tax effort of the State. 
Seventeen states and the District of Columbia chose 
the House version. 

SEMATB VERSION 

The Senate version favors rural states and poor urban 
localities. The Senate version for distributicr specifies 
that 1/3 of the revenues «rould go to the states and at 
least 2/3 must be distributed to local governing units 
within the state. Distribution is based upon state popu- 
lation , state and local tax effort and the relative incoM 
factor of the state. 

Local Distribution Blmnents 
County areas — -population , general tax effort and 

the relative income factor of the 

county area. 

County governments a portion of each county area's 

share is distributed to county 
governments on the basis of the country 
government's adjusted taxes (except 
educational financing) . 
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Municipalities 



population, ganaral tax effort and 



tha ralativa incona factors of that 



local govamnant. 



Townships 



tha aggregate amount to ba distributed 



to townships within county araaa is 
determined on the basis of adjuated 
taxes of such townships within the 
county' area. 



Further allocation to Individual townehipa is then made 
on the basis of the same three factors: population » 
general tax efforts and the relative income factor of 
the particular township. The Act also allows allotments 
for Indian tribes and Alaskan Native Villages on a basis 
of population. 



Title I stipulates that these funds must be used for the 
the following ''high priority areas'* (a) maintenance and 
operational expenses for public safety # environment, . 
public transportation, health, recreation, libraries, 



Federal Controls - ''strings '' 
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socidl services for the poor or aged and financial 
administration r and (b) ordinary and necessary capital 
expenditures authorised by law. Further, these revenue 
funds can not be used as matching funds for federal 
programs r nor may they violate Civil Rights law. 
Final lyr states and their local communities may not 
use these revenues to match federal funds. As you can 
well see - there are relatively few federal '"strings" 
attached to General iRe venue Sharing. The states and 
their local governing units are given wide latitude in 
determining their fiscal spending priorities. 

Title II 

Title II of the State and Local Fiscal Assistance Act 
authorizes federal administration and collection of 
state personal income taxes if the states elect to enter 
into such agreement. Title II is probably of little concern 

to most citizens. 

Title III — Li mitation on Grants for Social Services Under 
Public Assistance Programs 

Title III of the General Revenue Sharing Act has no 
direct relevance to revenue sharing except that it was 
added to the legislation. Nevertheless, Title III 
does have far reaching implications for those of you who are 
or were receiving federal funds for social services under 
ERJC public assistance programs. 
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Title III places an annual ceiling of $2.5 billion on 
Federal matching funds to the states for social services 
under Titles 1, IV (Parts A « B) , X, and XXV of the 
Social Security Act. With the exception of child 
care, family planning, foster care, mental retardation 
activities, alcoholism and drug abuse prevention 
programs, at least 90% of such funds must be utilised 
for services to welfare recipients or potential welfare 
recipients. This leaves no more than 101 which can be 
spent for social services for persons not on welfazje. 
Each state's allotment is based on its population ''in 
relation to national population. 



Pago 1.1 - Rovunuo Sharing 
Cencluaion 

It is vital that you do not mitundarstandl tha diffaranoa 
batwaan Ganaral. Ravanua Sharing and Spaoial Ravanua Sharing. 

General Ravanua Sharing haa already bean enacted into law 
as the Stata and Local Fiscal Assistance Act of 1972 
(P.L. 92-512) « In general* thia Act provides roughly 
$30.2 billion to the states, the local eonmunitias and the 
District of Columbia over a five year period. These funds 
are distributed to states and their local coununitias under 
a set formula as previously described. Once the revenues 
are distributed # it is priMrily up to local govemnenta 
to determine €or what purpose the funda will be used. 
Finally, General Revenue Sharing does not include money from 
any categorical granta in aid, but it derived from naw 
appropr iationa . ..^ 
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lEST COPY WWLABII 

WHAT SHOOLP YOU DO? 
The first and most obvious mfp would hm for you to 

« 

thoroughly familiariaa your««lf with r«v«nu« sharing and 
its process of distribution. Ones you have dons that you 
should consult your collMguss who may ba conducting pro- 
grams similar to yours. In other words, pull togathsr 
a coalition of social program administrators within your 
community for the sols purposs of influencing state 
legislators, county board members and city councilman 
to set fiscal spending priorities in such an order that 
your organizations will not be "short changsd" when these 
priorities are set. Remember, the concept of revenue 
sharing leaves ths responsibility of allocating those revenues 
up to your local legislators. Zt is because of this that 
it is most vital that you rally comminity support to 
influence your legislators to set spending priorities in 
congruence with your organisations. 
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As you may well suspect, the Fcdornl regional offices 
will be given a considerable amount of added respon- 
sibilities as a result of the general process of 
decentralization. Many programs will be administered 
out of the regional offices • I emphasize the importance 
of your establishing strong points of contact with the 
Federal regional offices. For your convenience, I have 
enclosed a list of key HEW regional offices. 

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to 
contact 

Office of Youth Development 

Division of Youth Activities 

Department of Health, Education, and Welfare 

Room 1651 - Oonohoe Building 

330 Independence Avenue, SW 

Washington, D* C. 20201 

202/245-2870 



Attachments 
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UMttK i*MK 8TATI AMD LOCAL PZ8CAL ASSXSTAWS ACT OP 1972, BT 

(ia aiUloM) 


STATE 




ICata thara 


Local Share 


Total 


AlAbOM 

Arisoaa 

ArkkOMM 

California 


IM.7 
3.1 

■• W.7 • • .! 
1J.3 
■ •ltS.4 • ■ 


$77.4 
4.2 

Ti 33.5 I • . 

36.7 
^ 370.7 


$116.1 
6.3 
SO. 2 
55.0 
356.1 


Colorado 

Connecticut 

Oalawara 

Dlacrlct of Coltad>la 
Florida 


2f.X 

•. s**- ■ • * 

7.9 
•,. 4f,7 • 


. !« i.36*4' .r.'.i •»>•. •: 
44.1 
*r • .10.5 ^. 
15.7 
31,3. 


54.6 
66.2 

IS 8 

AW. V 

23.6 
. 146.0 


/•• 

Georgia ^ 

Hawaii 

Idaho 

Illlnola 

Indiana 


36.6 
7.9 

• •• 6.7 •■ » *^ 

91.Si 
•• rv„ .34«8 ■ ' 


73.3 
15.9 

t :! : . 13*2 J . . 

183.2 
;» j\ 69.5 


W9 J- 
23.8 
19.9 
274.7 
104.3 


Iowa 
Kanaaa 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 


.'25.6''« »•• • ^' «■! 
17.6 
29.1 
37.9 
10.3 


i . ..51.4 . » . . V. 
35.2 
58.2 
75.7 
20.8 


77.0 
52.8 
87.3 
113.6 
31.1 


Maryland 
Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 


35.7 

34.3 

74.0 

34.6* 

30.2 


71.3 
108.7 
147.9 
' . 69.3 
60.5 


If . .0 
163.0 
221.9 
103.9 
96.7 


Missouri 
Montana * 
Nebraska 
Nevnda 

Nev Naiopshlre 


33.0 
6.9 

14.3 
3.7 
5.1 


65.8 
13.7 
28.6 
7.4 
10.1 


98.8 
20.6 
. 42.9 
11.1 
15.2 


New Jersey 
New Mexico 

»• . •* • ^ 

Norcn taru-lina 
V-'-t*' P">nta 


54.5 
U.O 
197.1 
43.2 
6.5 


109.1 
22.2 

394.3 
96.3 
13.2 


163.6 
33.2 

135. > 
19.7 
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SESTCOFlTAy/UMfiU 



unxo 


9 Q7 aU 












CO A 


OregDii 


18.7 


37.5 


56.2 


91.3 


182.7 


274.0 








23»5 












ft & 


IK 7 


94 1 


V' AM M A dfi A A A 


19 ft 




99 •H 


T«xa« 


ai.s 


163.0 


244a5 


Utah 


10.5 


20«9 


31.4 


Vaxnont 




9*9 


14.8 


Virginia 




70.2 


105.2 


WABiixngbon 


9ft 1 


56.0 


84.1 


WMt Virginia 


17.* 


34.9 


?2.3 


Wlicontln 


44.6 


89.3 


133.9 


'ffyoolng 


3.2 


6.5 


9.7 




$1,767.8 

i 


83.536.1 


15,303.9 


Source: U.S. Conutit. 


Joint GoMiitt«« 


on Intnnwl Rwenuo Taxation. 



Stata and Local FlaeaX Aaalatanca Act of 1972. Supplamantal 

report ahowlng dlatrlbutlen of funda aa agraad to by tha 

conf araaa. Cooolttaa Print. 92d Coagraaa* 2d aaaalout 
8apt. 27, 1972. (labia 1.) 
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HEW REGIONAL DIRECTORS 



Robert Pulton 

Acting Regional Director 

J« F. Kennedy Federal Building 

Government Center-Rm 1500 

Boston, Mass. 02203 

617/223-6831 



VI Howard D. McMahan 
Regional Director 
1114 Commerce Street (Rm 906 
Dallas, Texas 75202 
214/749-3396 



II Mrs. Bernice Bernstein 
Regional Director 
Federal Building 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, New York 10007 
212/264-4^.00 



VII Max M. Mills 

Regional Director 
601 East 12th St. 
Kansas City, Mo. 
816/374-3436 



(Rm 538) 
64106 



m 



IV 



Gorham L. Black, Jr. 
Regional Director 
3535 Market Street 
Phi 1 ade Iph i a , Penna . 
215/;597-6492 



19108 



Frank L. Groschelle, III 
Regional Director 
Room 440 

50 Seventh Street, NE 
Atlanta, Georgia 30323 
404/526-5817 



VIII Rulon R. Garfield 
Regional Director 
9017 Federal Building 
19th and Stout Streets 
Denver, Colorado 80202 
303/836-3373 

IX Fernando DeBaca 
Regional Director 
Federal Office Bldg. 

50 Fulton Street (Rm 431) 
San Francisco, Calif. 94102 
415/566-6746 



Richard E. Friedman 
Regional Director 
300 South Wacker 
35th Floor 

Chicago, Illinois 60606 
312/353-5160 



Bernard F. Kelly 

Regional Director 

Arcade Plaza Building 

1321 Second Avenue (Rm 6068) 

Seattle, Washington 98101 

206/583-0420 
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OITICE OF RDUCATION 



I Mr. William T. Logan, Jr, 
Rogionnl Commissioner 

J» F. Kennedy Federal Building 
Government Center - Rm 1309 
Boston , Mass . 02203 
617/223-7205 

II Mr. Robert Seitzer 
Regional Commissioner 
Federal Building 

26 Federal Plaza Rm 3954 
New York, New York 10007 
212/264-4370 

III Dr. Walker Agnew 
Regional Commissioner 
401 North Broad Street 
Philadelphia, Penna. 19108 
215/597-7707 

IV Dr. C. L. Yarbrouth (Acting) 
Regional Commissioner 

Room 545 

50 Seventh Street, N.E. 
Atlanta, Georgia 30323 
404/526-5087 

V Mrs. Mary J. Calais 

Acting Regional Commissioner 
300 South Wacker Drive 
34th Floor 

Chicago, Illinois 60606 
312/353-5215 

VI Edward J. Baca 
Regional Commissioner 

1114 Commerce Street (Rm 1002) 
narmet Center 
Dallas, Texas 75202 
214/749-2634 

VII Mr. W. Phillip llefloy 
Regional Commissioner 

60i East 12th Street (Rm 4604G) 
Kansas City, Missouri 64106 
816/374-2276 
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VIII nr. Leon P. Mincar 
Rcqional Coinmiss i.onor 
9017 Federal DuilcUncj 

I9th and Stout Streets (Rm 11003) 
Denver, Colorado 80202 
303/837-3544 

IX Edward Aguirro 
Regional Commissioner 
Federal Office Building 
50 Pulton Street (Rm 316) 

San Francisco, California 94102 
415/556-4921 

X Mr. William E. McLaughlin 
Regional Commissioner 
Arcade Plaza Building 
1321 Second Avenue (Rm 60 3) 
Seattle, Washington 98101 
206/583-0434 
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' ■ ■ ■ . : . ( ■ .■ 



'. < » » , • 



oiTiciJ OP >:•..• 



DrVf.lOrMCNT 



G.-.vci:-; (.'•::. -4':' ■ 

i:l-T';:i.-'r fu reiclr.-?;: 

2v Fr-'u.'.-:i:i P.inKa 

1:1 v.* Vci?:, rev; Voi >; 10007 

;':i2/i'i-j-^'i7 2 

ilr . 'X'cV.'Iir'-r Rikorn 

401 ITorlh Broad Stx-oet 

P. 0. )jc>: 12900 

Pl!ilr,i--.:-l'.?J.u, rr.. 19100 

215/5£!V-6:51 

nKGTO X 

Kr. i''~i"{.a Childcrs; 
Room AO^ 

50 7th F'crcet, N. 
Atlanta, Ca. 30323 
404/!i?G-:-:aS5 

F'orc,3"'t'TJsit AcJes 
3Uth Fleer 

300 iSout)^ V!?.c^or D/ivG 
Clticfjcjo, Illiroifj GO GOG 
312/3D3-5 783 



flirr' J jnuo'l f oto 
111'! Cor.ircrcc J5i:re!Ot 
Dcil.l rr:, Vi>202 
?l'V*/';y-276f> 



Dr. VrcjiCiTd I.uvnctt (;ic;tiii9) 
6Ul i::,',nt 12th nurcet 
Kai)£M!& City, -'iipsouri 64106 
816/374-5233 

RTXiin : ; vii i 

Mr. Brmii^VJ. IlRlbrooh 

FodGral Office Duildirg 

l&th & Stout &i;rects 

Denver, Color ace* B0202 

303/b37~2622 

REGION IX 

KrccTnlTEfabeth r. Gorlich 

Fec;ercl Office nvildino 

50 Fulton Street 

San Francicco, Ca. 94102 

415AS5G-7:i40 

RBGIOM X 

Mr . 'uOiMi Downciv 

Arcc.<'!f.' ruildinc 

1311; S'jcovid hvcTiv'e 

Scati.Tc-, V^a: idiv-Tton SPJOl 

206/442-4231 



OliPARTWrN'T C!F Hl^iALTK, TOlJCATlON. AND \vr.Lr Ar,T. 

OPFIC. : " T' K «;i r«C-! AHY 
V. A-i .»'IOS. O.C. a-..'(i» 



ASSTPTTVCT R_^^,Tc■^^^I pinrcTOP.s Fors i uman DEVEi.orME:^T 



RROIOr' 7 REGin ^: VI 

lT.cs, h"Z--.blc ECv^xds Mr. rthlc^as Sullivan 

John r. y.^vintCy i f :'cral ric':!. 1114 ticr.irerce l-''crf>ot 
Poston, ' ssaci.c'iotts 022C3 Dallas, Texas 75202 
617/223 '3i*i6 



K PGIO W IT 

Fir. w'C.!"a^ Dias (Jctirg) 
. 2C Prrleriil Plana 
New YorJc, Kev; York 10007 
212/2^4-2975 

RHCTCN III 

Fir'. liTxT Crunk 

P. 0. Bcr: 13716 

Phil adBlph 5.1, P^. 19201 

215/597- r- 5 e:i 

rt:gio:< iv 

I'iX . liiyc- j't Tudor 

50 Scvcn^.h Gtrcct, i:, E, 

Atlanta, Ga. 30323 

40'?/526- 547e 

Kr. Tiiii' Jaririack 

300 Souil; Vracker Drive 

Chicnao, Illirolf 60606 

312/353-<69e 



Rrci o:; vii 

Mr. LUn^y Mudero-LisI: 

601 Eatt 12th'5trcfct 

Kansas, Citv, KiJ-.souri 64106 

816/37^-5233 

RrCTCA^ vrT j 

Mr. i>:ivc>rcl Okarraki 

1961 Stout Street 

Denvr-.r, Colorado 80202 

303/837-2622 

REGIC!7 TX 



Dr. C. LrucG Lee 
50 Frltcn Street 
Sen Francisco, Ca. 
415/556-4027 

REGION X 

Mr. BiiT Ilayden 

1321 Feoond Avenue 

Scattl o , !7ashinc'ten 

206/«K,2-048G 



94102 



98101 



REGIONAL rriOClVVM DIRRCTORG 

FOR aiJiiO nivrjiOWii'JNT 

OFFlCn OF HUMAN DLVHLOniirm* ^ 



rix;ton I 

Mrs. Wicablc Edwards (RPD) 
John Fit;i:goarld K:::nncdy Federal I3ldg. 
Government Center 

ikjl>tOnr f'Vl&«»aL;iiu.*r>uuuia 02203 
(617) 223-6450 , 

REGION II ' 

Mr. Josue Diaz (RPD) 
Federal Building 
26 Federal Plaza - Rootn 3900' 
New York^ New York 10007 
(212) 264-2974 

REGION III 

Mr. Fred Digby (RPD) 
Post Office Box 137 IG ' 
3521— 35 Market Street 
Philadelphia^ Pennsylvania 19101 
(215) 597-67G5 

REGION IV 

Mrs. Barbara VJhitaker (RPD) 
PeachtiTce - Seventh Building 
50 7th Streets N. E. - Room 359 
Atlanta^ Georgia 30323 
(404) 526-3936 

REGION V 

Mr. Philip Jani^ack (RPD) 
300 South v;ackor Drive 

Ch icago , 111 ino is 006 06 
(312) 3'S2-40')G 

. ( 



REGION VI 

Mr. Thomas Sullivan (RPD) 
Fidelity Union Itower - Room 2525 
1507 Pacific Avenue 
Dallas^ Texas 75201 
(214) 749-2491 



REGION VII . 

Dr. Richard Burnett (RPD) 
Federal Office Building 
601 12th Street 
Kansas City, Missouri 64106 
(816) 374-5401 

REGION VIII 

Mr. John Garcia (RPD) 
19th & Stout Streets 
Denver # Colorado 80202 
(303) 837-3107 



REGION IX 

Mr. Samuel Miller (RPD) 

Federal Office Building 

50 Fulton Street - Room 102 

Son Francisco, California 94102 

(^15J 556-7408 

REGION X 

Mr. J. B. Yutsy (RPD) 
3 321 2nd Avonuc - Room 6032 
Arcu^o Plai^.a Building 
ScatiLlc, v/ai;hxngton 98101 
(20oJ 442-04^2 



DEPARTMENT OP HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICE 



REGION I - BOSTON 



REGION II - NEW YORK 



REGION III - PHILADELPHIA 



REGION IV - ATLANTA 



REGION V - CHICAGO 



REGION VI - DALLAS 



Mr. Neil P. Pallon 

Regional Commissioner, SRS 

John F. Kennorlv Federal Building 

Government Center 

Boston, Massachusetts 02203 

617/223-6871 

Mr. Elmer V7. Smith 

Regional Commissioner, SRS 

Federal Building 

26 Federal Plaza 

New York, New York 10007 

212/264-4488 

Awlyn Carty 

Acting Regional Commissioner, SRS 
36th & Market Street 
P.O. Box 7760, Room 1112 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19108 
215/597-1352 

Mrs. Virginia M. Smyth 
Regional Commissioner, SRS 
Room 404, 50 Seventh Street, NE 
Atlanta, Georgia 30323 
404/526-5038 

Mr. Clyde V. Downing 

Acting Regional Commissioner, SRS 

30th Floor 

300 South Wacker Drive 
Chicago, Illinois 60605 
312/353-4235 

Mr. Clarence M. Lambright 
Regional Commissioner, SRS 
1114 Commerce Street 
Dallas, Texas 75202 
214/749-3917 



REGION VII - KANSAS CITY 



Mr. Robert L. Davis 
Regional Commissioner, SRS 
601 East 12th Street 
Kansas City, Missouri 64106 
816/374-5233 



ERIC 
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Pago 2 - DIIEW SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICE 



REGION VI 1 1 - DENVER Mr. James R. liurross 

Rogional Commissi onor, SRS 

Room 9017 1 Federal Office Building 

19th and Stout Street 

Denver/ Colorado 80202 

303/837-2111 . 

REGION IX - SAN FRANCISCO Charles Sylvester 

Acting Regional Commissioner ^ SRS 

50 Fulton Street 

Federal Office Building 

San Francisco, California 94102 

415/556-6131 

REGION X - SEATTLE Robert K. Hinrichs 

Acting Regional Commissioner, SRS 
Arcade Plaza Building 
1319 Second Avenue 
Seattle, Washington 98101 
206/442-0425 



ERLC 



